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pounds was sometimes paid ' at binding out'x. An apprentice
served seven years2, after which he was often sent abroad
to carry on trade as a factor for his master or for other
merchants s.
Control of At home the Company exercised control over the trade
of its members & ways designed to manipulate the market
in the interests of the seller. Close seasons for shipping
might be, appointed to prevent a glut of commodities, or
the prices might be fixed at which the produce of the Levant
was to be bought and cloth at Aleppo sold 4. These methods
of rigging the market wore another aspect when viewed
from the standpoint of the clothiers, who were compelled
to keep dead stock upon their hands until the Company
allowed the ships to depart5. At other times restrictions
of every kind would be swept away in obedience to the
demand for complete freedom to ship " unto any place
within the Company's privileges, at what time and in what
measure and upon what shipping they shall think fit" 6.
Position of Abroad supervision was exercised through an ambassador
a*1*1 consuls. The former had a dual position. As the
representative of the Crown he spoke in the sovereign's
name and was empowered to issue ordinances, punish
offenders, and " do all things requisite for the honest and
orderly government of our subjects"7. As the paid agent
of the Company, which also claimed the right of his appoint-
ment 8, he safeguarded its interests, protected its members
against injustice9, enforced the collection of dues and
1 North, The Lives of the Norths (ed. Jessopp), ii. 37.
8 Macpherson, Annals of Commerce, ii. 601.
3	For the factors, see infra, p. 345.
4	Epstein, cp.cit. 95,118, 127.   A sole buyer of currants was sometimes
appointed.    For the common sailings, see Wood, A History of the Levant
Company, 136-138, 210-212.
6 House of Commons Journals, xix. 88, 90-91 (1719).
6	Epstein, op. cit. 130-131 (1629).
7	Elizabeth's commission to Harborne (1582) : Hakluyt, The Principal
Navigations (ed, 1904), v. 221.
8	As Charles I. contested this right (cf. State Papers Domestic, Addenda,
1625-1649, p. 39), it was expressly vested in the Company by the Ordinance
of 1644: Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum, i. 395.   After the Restora-
tion the question was raised whether the Company could appoint an
ambassador or ' present one to his majesty for his approbation' :   Hist.
MSS. Comm. Finch, ii. 75-76, 152-153.
» See Hist. MSS. Comm. Finch, i. 390-391.

